possible.  The compressor was a source of "a tremendous
amount of noise."  Mr. Lilly also recommended that dull drill
bits be replaced with new ones so as to reduce the noise (Tr.
19).  Mr. Lilly confirmed that he made several follow-up
visits to the -mine to monitor the noise levels and extended
the abatement times while the respondent attempted to reduce
the noise levels through engineering and contacts with the
drill, manufacturer <Tr, 21).  After further discussion's with
his supervisor, it was decided to contact MSHA's Denver
Technical Support Group to assist the respondent in finding
solutions to the drill noise levels.  The technical group had
prior experience with air track drills and were able to get
substantial noise reductions in similar drills at other opera-
tions.  Since he was reassigned to another inspection area at
the time the technical support group surveyed the drill
noise, he had no personal knowledge of the detailed results        |
of MSHA's further testing, but did understand that a reduc-
tion in the drill noise level was achieved (Tr. 23).

On cross-examination, Mr. Lilly confirmed that he had
inspected the mine in question since the latter part of 1982,
and he recalled an old drill that was used outside, but he
never observed it in operation.  The LeRoi drill which he
observed in use underground during his February 7, 1985,
inspection was "in real good shape like it was fairly new"
(Tr. 25).

Mr. Lilly confirmed that the mine in question is a marble
mine, and it is the only mine of this kind in his inspection
area.  He stated that the cited drill is used "off and on"
during the working shift, but this makes no difference since
his noise survey is taken over a full 8-hour shift and the
dosimeter averages the noise exposure over the full 8-hour
working period.  Mr. Lilly confirmed that his noise survey on
February 7th was the first one he has conducted at the mine,
and he could' not state whether prior surveys had been made by
MSHA.  He was'not aware+pf any prior noise citations served on
the respondent during the time it has operated the mine (Tr.
27-28).

Mr. Lilly confirmed that the white marble mine in ques-
tion is worked by six employees, and he compared it to a small
underground potash mining operation.  He also confirmed that
the respondent uses the same employees to work its open pit
mines at Eagle Plats (Tr. 30).  Since he transferred out of
the area when MSHA's technical support group came in,
Mr. Lilly could not state the engineering and production
costs of the noise shield which was constructed to alleviate

1142 from the  operator's  failure to report  its activi-
